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MS. YOUNG: That, that would also be correct. I believe that would also have to 
go back to tho MRA. 

MS. CUA: Well, that's, that's a question we would explore, because, you know, 
from the Planning Department's concern, we would not feel comfortable 
with supporting or not supporting the closure outright without information 
from the Police Department and Public Works, because we don't feel 
that's our area of expertise. What it does do is it changes the traffic 
circulation pattern. 

If we get comments, Let's say if, you know, the Council feels that maybe 
that would be the best alternative, make that suggestion the, you know, 
the property owner and the bank doesn't have a problem with it, then I 
think we would rely on the Police Department and the Public Works 
Department. I don't necessarily think that it would need to go back to the 
Redevelopment Agency if all these agencies or all these parties agree, 
but, but I can't say that with certainty. And if it does go back, it's definitely 
not as a public hearing item, item. It would be more as information only. 

VICE-CHAIR MOLINA: Okay. Thank you. I bring that up because I would guess 
that the bank would probably have an ATM as well, and I don't know what 
kind of traffic would be generated by people who go in after normal 
business hours off of Pakahi Street. So, I'm just sort of looking at, at it 
from all angles in terms of the potential traffic it could generate both off of 
Wells Street and Pakahi Street. 

MS. CUA: Well, the ATM is closer to Wells Street. So what one would most 
likely do was, would be to come in through Wells, go right to the ATM and 
go out back out on Wells. Because there's really no reason for you to be 
in that back parking lot if you want to go to the ATM machine. Also, if 
you're walking, unless you're walking from the neighborhood ... if you're 
walking from the neighborhood, you'd probably come in through Pakahi. 
But they, in the design of the project, you know, placed the sidewalk with 
landscaping on either side from Wells directly to the ATM machine to 
make it easier for people to get to the ATM machine from Wells Street. 

VICE-CHAIR MOLINA: Okay. Thank you. Thank you, Chairman. 

CHAIR PONTANILLA: Member Johnson. 

COUNCILMEMBER JOHNSON: Was a gate or some type of an after-hours 
barrier ever considered to limit access to Pakahi? 
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MS. CUA: It was never discussed because, again, there, you know, there was 
no testimony from the neighbors at the meeting that, you know, that, that 
that was an issue. 

COUNCILMEMBER JOHNSON: 1--

CHAIR PONTANILLA: I... Go ahead, Member Johnson. 

COUNCILMEMBER JOHNSON: I just, I just wondered if that would be a 
possibility if you, Mr. Chair, could just explore the possibilities to at least 
limit the potential for any kind of conflict. I, I just have a sense that the 
community is frustrated, particularly the people that live in this area, 
because they feel, whether it's valid or not, that they have really, you 
know, no say in this situation. We have no say in this situation, and to me 
the whole purpose for government is to serve the needs of the public and 
to be responsive to the members of the public when there are concerns 
that are raised. 

So I would really like to see some kind of action taken -- although I'm not a 
Member of the Committee -- at least some sort of effort made -- even 
though it should have been done a long while ago -- some effort be made 
to at least address the concerns of the people in the area because I think 
the only other recourse they would have would be to take this to an 
attorney. And none of those people really, I don't think anybody wants 
that because there's no appeal mechanism or there's no other recourse, 
probably because times have expired, that type of thing through the 
appeal process. 

So I would just ask that this Cornrnill~:H:~ at least try to get the parties 
together, so that, ultimately, if an accident does occur because this is 
getting approved and it's a County roadway, I agree with what Ms. Lovell 
said and the assessment that, you know, whether it's our responsibility or 
not, we're going to get sued. 

MS. CUA: Mr. Chair. If, if 1--

CHAIR PONTANILLA: Go ahead, Ann. 

MS. CUA: --could just comment real briefly. What we were, what we found out 
after the site visit when we were talking to one of the neighbors, and I had 
no knowledge of this, he indicated that the property owner, I guess for the 
past years, allows some of the residents to park in that parking lot after 
hours. So, like, you know, if you're having a party or something you can 
park in that lot. I'm not sure if that, you know, with the arrangement with 
CPB if that's still an option. If, if, though, you decide to gate it off you may 
be actually hurting the people that you're, you're trying to help. 
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So that, I would investigate that a little bit further. I, I had no knowledge of 
that arrangement when going through the process. It was not something 
told to me and not something discussed with the agency, but it was told to 
us this morning after the site visit when one of the neighbors came out of 
his house. 

CHAIR PONTANILLA: Just for information, Members, the developer indicated 
that when the parking lot is not being used after hours and on weekends 
that he would allow the surrounding neighbors to park in that parking lot. 
Member Kane. 

COUNCILMEMBER KANE: Yeah, and thank you, Chair. And I apologize for 
interrupting Ms., Ms. Johnson in her line of questioning. I was, I was also 
going to verify 'cause Mr. Tom who lives there also we talked about that. 
And the other thing is requiring, allowing them to park nights and 
weekends is something that they mentioned as well. Forgive me, Chair, I 
lost my train of thought on this. I just wanted to verify that I was there at 
that discussion where they verified that that's something that they were 
allowed to do, that they were parking there. 

CHAIR PONTANILLA: Thank you. Before we go any further, I'd like to call on 
Scott Sakakihara from Central Pacific Bank to give us some information in 
regards to ingress, egress from the bank parking lots. 

COUNCILMEMBER KANE: Mr. Chair. 

CHAIR PONTANILLA: Mr. Kane. 

COUNCILMEMBER KANE: While he's walking down, I remember, also, Mr. Tom 
told us that one house there has nine cars. On a 4,000 square-foot house 
footprint, one house get nine cars at that one house. Five cars, I looked, 
five cars can fit in their driveway; the other four are parked along the side 
of that road. So I just wanted to make that, that some of the impact is 
happening because of our affordability or housing crisis that we have. So 
that's another side point. 

CHAIR PONTANILLA: Thank you, Member Kane. Mr. Scott Sakakihara. 

MR. SAKAKIHARA: Yes, Joe. I'm sorry. You have questions? 

CHAIR PONTANILLA: Yeah. Can you explain to us the ingress, egress from the 
bank parking lot, and the measures that you have taken in regards to 
having less traffic come in through Pakahi Street? 
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MR. SAKAKIHARA: Yeah. Right now, there are actually a total of seven parking 
stalls on the front section on the Wells Street side of the building. And 
that's where we anticipate that most of our clients will come in and park. 
There's a roadway, narrow roadway going to the rear parking lot, that's 
overflow parking. That roadway we tend to put up signage to indicate that 
there's two-way traffic that's available to go back and forth between that. 
Right now, my understanding is that the doctors are parking on the, on the 
parking lot in the back; and actually, I've noticed most of them seem to be 
exiting through Wells Street, probably just because it's more convenient. 
And I suspect that would be no different for our clients as well. 

CHAIR PONTANILLA: Thank you. Member MOlina. 

VICE-CHAIR MOLINA: Yeah. Thank you, Mr. Chairman. Good afternoon, 
Mr. Sakakihara. Quick question for you with regards to your statistical 
data that you provided for us. I'm just curious, how did you pull those 
numbers? I mean, what, what was your basis for the estimates that you 
came up with? 

MR. SAKAKIHARA: You know. like anything else, it was kind of hard to come up 
with the number itself, and so we kind of looked at what our Kihei office is 
kind of like as far as traffic. And we kind of based it off of the traffic, the 
automobile traffic there. 

VICE-CHAIR MOLINA: Uh-huh. Okay, and I presume you're putting this new 
branch that you're looking at increased numbers of clientele coming in? 
Are you, basically, you have how many branches on the island? You have 
Kihei--

MR. SAKAKIHARA: Right now we have three. We have one in Kahului, another 
in Kihei, and Wailuku will be the third, third branch. 

VICE-CHAIR MOLINA: So, I guess, looking long term, you're looking at more 
clientele eventually--

MR. SAKAKIHARA: ... (inaudible) ... 

VICE-CHAIR MOLINA: --with the way Wailuku is growing. 

MR. SAKAKIHARA: Yeah, yeah. 

VICE-CHAIR MOLINA: I see. Okay. Thank you. Thank you, Chairman. 

CHAIR PONTANILLA: Thank you. Member Johnson. 
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COUNCILMEMBER JOHNSON: Yes. With regard to the deferral agreement for 
the variance, was that something you applied for and would be 
responsible for, or was that actually done by the landowner? 

MR. SAKAKIHARA: Actually, you know if, in our situation we're the lessor. You 
know, we lease the property from Mr. Beppu. So any variance was 
applied by the developers. 

COUNCILMEMBER JOHNSON: Okay. So you didn't have any part in--

MR. SAKAKIHARA: We--

COUNCILMEMBER JOHNSON: --that discussion? 

MR. SAKAKIHARA: --we participated with the, the developer in just in following 
the progress. 

COUNCILMEMBER JOHNSON: Okay. Were you at any time asked to enter 
into a hold harmless agreement or anything or any kind of liability waivers 
with regard to anybody that maybe entered, you know, on the premises? 

MR. SAKAKIHARA: Not that "m aware of. 

COUNCILMEMBER JOHNSON: Okay. Thank you. 

CHAIR PONTANILLA: Member Mateo. 

COUNCILMEMBER MATEO: Chairman, thank you very much. Good morning. I 
guess I can just play the advocate role at this particular point and just, you 
know, just come out and ask you. You know, the issue of traffic, the issue 
of safety, the issue of the street that, you know, like lives next to, you 
know, your facility, there seems to be major concerns, whether, you know, 
like not fully realized or not. You, you as the operator of the business, you 
know, in this particular location, have you thought of being the good 
neighbor and not utilizing this street? 

MR. SAKAKIHARA: You mean not utilizing Pakahi Street? 

COUNCILMEMBER MATEO: Yes. 

MR. SAKAKIHARA: You know, my understanding is that the developer, when he 
applied for the build ... , necessary building permits, complied with all the 
County requirements, went through the Maui Redevelopment Agency a 
total of three times ... (CHANGE TAPE) . .. You know, it's a possibility, 
but my understanding is that the developer does have legal access as far 
as to the back Pakahi Street. 
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I believe my, my earlier discussions with Mr. Pontanilla, Councilmember 
Pontanilla, we discussed some other alternatives with regard to, you 
know, some of the things that we can do to try to mitigate, you know, 
those traffic concerns. One was to ensure that, that traffic could go back 
out onto Wells Street, which we are now making sure that's there's no 
question of that. The other was a potential for a left turn only. Both the 
developer and I agreed that, you know, we could make that type of an 
adjustment to help, so that we impact less of the community in that way. 

COUNCILMEMBER MATEO: Okay. Thank you, thank you very much. Thank 
you, Chair. 

CHAIR PONTANILLA: Member Molina. 

VICE-CHAIR MOLINA: Yeah, thank you, Chairman. Based on your figures for 
your, the majority of your clients come in after twelve o'clock. Is that, 
that's true, right? 

MR. SAKAKIHARA: Yeah. We think that most of the folks, you know, we're 
looking at, a lot, a lot of folks come in just before clOSing. 

VICE-CHAIR MOLINA: Uh huh. The reason I ask that because in the morning 
on Pakahi Street, I don't know how many cars are residents parking along 
there and how many of those are County personnel. So anybody who 
would come in early ... well, will be coming, say, by the time your hours 
of operation begin which is 8:30 would basically pretty much wouldn't have 
any place to park on Pakahi Street. They would have to look at more than 
likely parking in your parking lot as well. Have you, you know, wilen you 
came up with your numbers for this, did you folks take into, have, have 
somebody out there? So you just came with the numbers from the Kihei 
office, but did you have anybody out there, say, just making a general 
estimate as to factoring in all the parking on Pakahi Street and potential 
traffic that would be in there? You didn't commission anybody to do a 
formal study or something like that? 

MR. SAKAKIHARA: You know, again, we're not the developers of the site. You 
know, we, we didn't, we looked at our Kihei office because it's relatively 
new, and so we went back and we thought, well, that might be a good 
template to use to estimate what, what the parking requirements might be 
like right now. Obviously, they would grow over time. 

VICE-CHAIR MOLINA: So you estimate some of your Kahului, the people who 
use the Kahului branch will probably end up ... did you come up with an 
estimate how much of your Kahului branch clientele would use the 
Wailuku branch? 
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MR. SAKAKIHARA: You know, that's, that's really difficult to, to ascertain. 

VICE-CHAIR MOLINA: So you never did any surveys or anything to your 
customers--

MR. SAKAKIHARA: No. 

VICE-CHAIR MOLINA: --or anything like that? 

MR. SAKAKIHARA: No. 

VICE-CHAIR MOLINA: Okay. Thank you. 

CHAIR PONTANILLA: Thank you. Thank you, Scott. 

MR. SAKAKIHARA: Okay. 

CHAIR PONTANILLA: At this time, Members, I know we still have two items on 
the agenda. First of all, if there's no objections, the Chair would like to 
recommend some recommendation to Public Works in regards to public 
safety. Any objections? 

COUNCIL MEMBERS VOICED NO OBJECTIONS. 

CHAIR PONTANILLA: Okay. In regards to public safety, in regards to Market 
Street itself, I noticed that there's no school-zone as well as speed limit 
signs that we need to put in place. There's also a need to look at the 
crosswalk from the trail that comes from Wells Park, across the street to 
the gym. And I'm recommending that we do a raised crosswalk at that 
location. And for the gym itself in regards to children's safety, 
recommending that the Parks Department look at installing a fence around 
the perimeter of the gym, so that any balls that are thrown across the back 
patio area landing on the street, that the kids don't go running across the 
street to get to the ball. And at the intersection of Pakahi and Market 
Street, that Public Works take a look at that in regards to make it more 
safety for people exiting Pakahi Street. 

And I understand that the developer himself is trying to get the signatures 
to provide speed bumps on Pakahi, to provide some calming device for 
traffic going up and down the particular street. Because the street is a 
nonconforming street, it would be very difficult for the County to, to make it 
up to standard without condemning a lot of properties in that area. And I 
think the MRA in regards to the nonconforming of the street is the one that 
has some juris ... , the full jurisdiction on that. 
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Exiting the bank from Pakahi Street, I've indicated that a left turn only be 
made going down to Pakahi, to Market Street. As far as coming up 
Pakahi Street from Market Street, that we place a sign no parking from the 
entrance of the parking lot by the gym, down towards Market Street. 
Looking at the area, we do have some vehicles that are parked as you 
come up from that intersection on the right-hand side. 

Another recommendation that I'd like to, to pass on to the Public Works 
Department is that when they do the Market Street redevelopment that we 
take a look in regards to installing a traffic signal at the intersection of 
Wells and Market Street. So these are some of the recommendations that 
I'm making to the Public Works Department, to the Parks Department in 
regards to mitigating the safety issues along Market as well as Pakahi 
Street. Member Molina. 

VICE-CHAIR MOLINA: Yeah. Thank you, Mr. Chairman. Can we also have the 
departments also provide us a cost analysis of these proposed 
improvements as well? 

CHAIR PONTANILLA: Yes. We can do that. 

VICE-CHAIR MOLINA: Thank you. 

CHAIR PONTANILLA: Member Mateo. 

COUNCILMEMBER MATEO: Chairman, thank you very much. Just for 
clarification, the request of, of no parking, is that going to be a general no 
parking, or is this, you know, based on specific times, like in the morning 
until 3:00 or, or is it altogether a parking ban? 

CHAIR PONTANILLA: It's a parking ban to remove the hazard as you enter 
Pakahi Street from Market Street. 

COUNCILMEMBER MATEO: Okay. 

CHAIR PONTANILLA: I think there is several cars that are parked in that 
particular area. 

COUNCILMEMBER MATEO: And those vehicles, Mr. Chair ... my, my only 
concern, Mr. Chair, would be the vehicles that's on the street, if they're 
resident vehicles vers.", you know, people who live in the close, in that 
area or County employees, who's parking on the street. 

CHAIR PONTANILLA: Member Mateo, I don't know. 

COUNCILMEMBER MATEO: Okay. Thank you very much, Chairman. 
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CHAIR PONTANILLA: Member Anderson. 

COUNCILMEMBER ANDERSON: Thank you, Mr. Chair. You know, I've, I got a 
real problem with a substandard residential road being used for 
commercial purposes. I think it's inappropriate, and I don't appreciate 
requesting residents, long-term residents who have used this substandard 
road for their residential purposes to have to now be requested to not park 
on this street to accommodate the commercial use of the roadway. So I 
think we need to really, we need to look at what happened here so that 
this doesn't happen again. 

And I understand that there is a Wailuku Redevelopment Area Zoning and 
Development Code that was adopted by the MRA. And I would like to 
know if there's anything in that Code -- perhaps John Summers can tell us. 
I, I have been able to get a copy of the Code during this meeting. But I'd 
like to know if there's anything in that Code that allows the MRA to accept 
standards below what we would accept in the County Code for zoning or 
development of property--

CHAIR PONTANILLA: Planning Department. 

COUNCILMEMBER ANDERSON: --specifically in regards to traffic assessment. 
Because I don't think it's the neighbors' job to come to meetings and tell 
you, you're going to have a traffic problem. I think it's the developer's 
responsibility to do an adequato traffie assessment to make sure that 
there isn't a problem going in. 

MR. SUMMERS: Thank you, Mr. Chairman, Members of the Committee. There 
are provisions in the Code that do allow variances from Title 18, Roadway 
Requirements. 

COUNCILMEMBER ANDERSON: Well, ~hat doesn't tell me anything. I want to 
know, is their Code less restrictive than our Code? 

CHAIR PONTANILLA: Planning Department. 

MR. SUMMERS: With respect to roadways, decisions are made on a 
case-by-case basis, because every roadway is very different. 

COUNCILMEMBER ANDERSON: And there's nothing in there that, that 
prohibits the use of residential roads for large commercial purposes? 

MR. SUMMERS: No. 

COUNCILMEMBER ANDERSON: And is there in our County Code? 
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CHAIR PONTANILLA: Public Works. 

MR. ARAKAWA: Councilmember Anderson, there's nothing specifically to that 
effect, but, generally, if you are talking about a significant commercial 
development that would undergo, say for instance, an SMA or a change in 
zoning, we would require a traffic impact assessment report be done and 
then we would then review that. 

COUNCILMEMBER ANDERSON: Was that type of report done, Milton, for this 
project. .. (inaudible) ... 

MR. ARAKAWA: No. The developer basically did, as Ann mentioned, a traffic 
count analysis. And the reason for that is that traditionally when a traffic 
report is required, basically, the national standards require a trigger for 
traffic reports somewhere in the neighborhood of an additional 100 cars 
that are generated by the development during peak hour. This 
development is way, way below that; although, we have required traffic 
assessments to be done when developments generate less than that. 

In this particular case, as was mentioned before, there were indications 
that were 50 or so cars that used to park on this dirt lot prior to the 
development, and they accessed off of Wells Street as well as Pakahi. So 
what we basically look at is the net, any net increase. We've talked with 
the bank and basically the bank wants to be a good neighbor, and they 
have basically tried to route their additional traffic, whether customers or 
employees, onto Wells Street, recognizing that Pakahi is also an option. 
But from our standpoint, the net increase of traffic onto Pakahi is very, 
very small, if any at all. Because the, the lot was previously used as a 
parking lot for the medical building across the street prior to the CPB 
development. 

COUNCILMEMBER ANDERSON: Thank you, Mr. Arakawa. Thank you, Chair. 

CHAIR PONTANILLA: Thank you. Members, we still got that two items on the 
agenda. 

COUNCILMEMBER JOHNSON: Mr. Chair. Could, could I just ask that you 
include a consideration, if you're talking about Wells, you know, as far as 
Wells and Market, that you not look at a stoplight, another stoplight 
Please look at just four~way stop. 

CHAIR PONTANILLA: That is just a recommendation. 

COUNCILMEMBER JOHNSON: Yeah. And, and the other thing, too, that I think 
might be helpful for Maui Redevelopment and if we're going to send them 
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any requests, is that they look at some of the options and these things that 
have lead to this whole confrontation, if you will, or at least having this 
meeting, to changing some of their rules. 

Also, I think it would be helpful for them to be able to get a copy of the 
Traffic Safety Institute's Rules and Guidelines. I know that we have 
received that information. I think standard trip-generation rates, if they 
don't want to do a whole study; if you use trip-generation rates, that's very 
simple. The developer could have done that. Public Works could have 
done that and just used trip generation. So, you know, absent any study I 
think that just to have at least a baseline of what the traffic would be with 
commercial property that's operated in that area as a bank as opposed to 
it just being a parking lot for overflow parking. Those are very, very 
different uses. 

CHAIR PONTANILLA: Thank you. Members, you know, we've asked the 
Department for recommendations in regards to Pakahi, as well as Market 
Street, and the feasibility of doing that. And we need more information 
from the departments, especially Public Works and Parks so that we can 
be more informed as far as the cost, as well as the feasibility of mitigating 
the safety issue and the traffic issue. So at this time, the Chair would like 
to recommend that we defer this item. If there's no objections I'd like to 
defer this item. 

COUNCIL MEMBERS VOICED NO OBJECTIONS. 

ACTION: DEFER 

4 DEDICATION OF ROAD WIDENING LOT FOR HONU ALAHELE 
SUBDIVISION I (KIHEI) (C.C. No. 05~35) 

CHAIR PONTANILLA: Thank you very much. Okay, moving on, Members, we 
do have two more items on the agenda. Item PW -4: recommending 
approval of the proposed resolution entitled, "ACCEPTING DEDICATION 
OF A ROAD WIDENING LOT FOR THE HONU ALAHELE SUBDIVISION 
I, PURSUANT TO SECTION 3.44.015, MAUl COUNTY CODE", and the 
filing of County Communication No. 05-35. Mr. Arakawa. 

MR. ARAKAWA: Thank you, Mr. Chairman. This item pertains to the proposed 
dedication of a road widening lot for the Honu Alahele Subdivision I. This 
is located along Kcnolio Road in Kihei along the southern half of the Honu 
Alahele subdivision. It comprises 3,029 square feet and the width of the 
road widening lot is slightly more than ten feet. The subdivision was 
granted final approval on July 8, 2003. The improvements are complete 
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and were approved by the Public Works Department on October 18, 2004 
and the Water Department on September 8,2004. And approval and 
acceptance of this document by the County Council is respectfully 
requested. 

CHAIR PONTANILLA: Members, any questions for the Department? 

VICE-CHAIR MOLINA: Your recommendation, Chairman? 

CHAIR PONTANILLA: Recommendation is that we approve the proposed 
resolution and send it to the full Council. 

VICE-CHAIR MOLINA: So move. 

COUNCILMEMBER MATEO: Second. 

CHAIR PONTANILLA: Thank you very much. All in favor say aye. 

VICE-CHAIR MOLINA: Aye. 

COUNCILMEMBER MATEO: Aye. 

CHAIR PONTANILLA: Okay, motion carried. 

VOTE: AYES: 

NOES: 
ABSTAIN: 
ABSENT: 
EXC.: 

Councilmember Mateo, Molina, and Chair 
Pontanilla. 
None. 
None. 
None. 
Councilmember Carroll and Hokama. 

ACTION: ADOPTION OF RESOLUTION AND FILING OF 
COMMUNICATION 

5 DEDICATION OF ROAD WIDENING LOT FOR HONU ALAHELE 
SUBDIVISION II (KIHEI) (C.C. No. 05-36) 

CHAIR PONTANILLA: Members, the last item we have on the agenda is PW-5, 
recommending approval of the proposed resolution entitled, "ACCEPTING 
DEDICATION OF A ROAD WIDENING LOT FOR THE HONU ALAHELE 
SUBDIVISION II, PURSUANT TO SECTION 3.44.015, MAUl COUNTY 
CODE", and filing of County Communication No. 05-36. Director. 
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MR. ARAKAWA: Mr. Chairman, this is a proposed dedication of a road widening 
lot for the Honu Alahele Subdivision II, and this is located along Kenolio 
Road along the northern half of the Subdivision, comprises 2,985 square 
feet, and the width of this road widening lot varies from 10.14 feet to about 
12.79 feet. This subdivision was granted final approval on July 8,2003. 
The improvements are complete and were approved by the Public Works 
Department on October 18, 2004, and the Water Department on 
September 8, 2004. And approval and acceptance of this document by 
the County Council is respectfully requested. 

CHAIR PONTANILLA: Members, any question for the Director? 

COUNCILMEMBER MATEO: No questions. Recommendation, Chair? 

CHAIR PONTANILLA: Chair would like to recommend that we approve the 
proposed resolution. 

VICE-CHAIR MOLINA: So move. 

COUNCILMEMBER MATEO: Second. 

CHAIR PONTANILLA: Thank you very much. All in favor say aye. 

VICE-CHAIR MOLINA: Aye. 

COUNCILMEMBER MATEO: Aye. 

CHAIR PONTANILLA: Motion carried. 

VOTE: AYES: 

NOES: 
ABSTAIN: 
ABSENT: 
EXC.: 

Councilmember Mateo, Molina, and Chair 
Pontanilla. 
None. 
None. 
None. 
Councilmember Carroll and Hokama. 

ACTION: ADOPTION OF RESOLUTION AND FILING OF 
COMMUNICA TION 

CHAIR PONTANILLA: Members, you have any further discussion? 

COUNCILMEMBER MATEO: No. 

VICE-CHAIR MOLINA: No. 
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CHAIR PONTANILLA: If not, this meeting is adjourned ... .(gavel) . .. 

ADJOURNED: 11 :58 a.m. 

APPROVED: 

pw:min:050214: Transr.ribed by: Ann Freitas 
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